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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on 5/19/03 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or matter(s): the 
applicant had not submitted sufficient arguments drawn to the rejections made and the claims present in the application. See 37 CFR 
1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE ( 1 ) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from 
the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. 
EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

Applicant should submit an argument under the heading "Remarks" pointing out disagreements with the examiner's contentions. 
Applicant must also discuss the references applied against the claims, explaining how the claims avoid the references or distinguish 
from them. Applicant needs to discuss how the claims distinguish over the references applied in the rejections specifically, not just 
broadly describing the "state of the art" without reference to the applied references. The applicant may find it helpful to even refer to 
specific passages of the cited references when explaining how the claims distinguish over the art. In addition, the applicant should 
focus on how the claims distinguish over the art, as distinctions which are not present in the claims are irrelevant to the rejections 
made. 




V 



rOM DUNN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1 700 



CC 7/16/03 



PTO-90C (Rev.04-03) 



